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lated, non-spouse–donor ask to come to the Unitedor sibling donor is available and we are convinced that
States to receive a kidney transplant, would they bethe wife has not been coerced into making her decision.
accepted?We accept the wife as a donor with trepidation. Although
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encouraging wives as kidney donors in the developing
Has the time come for our society to accept this type
countries. of marketing of kidney transplantation? Regardless of
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